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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention'was made. 

Claims 1-5,9,1 1,12,16,17 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

s 

USPN 2,408,643 to Hoy in view of UjtfPN 6,547,410 to Pederson. 

Hoy discloses in a safety flashlight for pedestrians and bicycle riders a lamp comprising a 
housing having a pair of opening on opposite sides with light sources in the opposite opening. 

Hoy does not disclose a plurality of LEDs arrange to form two different LED arrays 
. corresponding to the opposite openings. 

Pederson discloses in an LED ALLEY/Take-down light having a plurality of LED 
illumination sources (282) disposed on opposite sides (286,288) of a circuit board mounting 
surface (280). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to replace the light sources of Hoy with LEDs as taught by Pederson. Some of the reasons for 
replacing the bulbs with LEDs include, generates little heat, uses substantially less electrical 
current and are rugged and have a long life cycle. 

Regarding claim 1, A Lamp (A), comprising; 

a housing (11) having a pair of opening on opposite sides (15); and 

a plurality of light -emitting diodes arranged to form two different LED arrays (282,282), 
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wherein each of the LED arrays corresponds to a different one of the opening of the 
housing ( figure 2), and wherein at least a portion of each of the LED arrays is exposed through 
the corresponding opening ( figures 23, 24 in 410). 

Regarding claim 2, according to claim 1, wherein the housing (11) is a hollow cylinder ( 
figure 2) 

Regarding claims 3 according to claim 1, and claim 16 wherein each LED array has a 
different PCB. 

Hoy as modified above discloses the claimed invention except for the second circuit 
board. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to provide the modified Hoy with a second PCB because it has been held that mere duplication 
of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art and it is not the 
type of innovation for which a patent monopoly is to be granted. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis 
Co., Inc., 193 USPQ 8, 11 (7™ Cir. 1977). 

Regarding claims 4, according to claim 1, and claim 17, according to claim 16 base is 
connected to side surface of housing (figure 2). 

Regarding claim 9, according to claim 1, wherein housing is thermoplastic polyester material. 
The examiner that OFFICAL NOTICE that it is well known the illumination art to use 
thermoplastic polyester material in illumination device housing. 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 12, according to claim 1, wherein LEDs or same color or red, yellow or 
blue ( column 54, lines 30-34). 
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Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 2,208,643 
to Hoy , USPN 6,547,410 to Pederon as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of USPN 
6,598,996 to Lodhie. 

Hoy as modified does not have a bayonet-type lamp holder or socket. Lodhie teaches in 
an LED device using a bayonet base for connection to a bayonet-type lamp holder or socket. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to provide modified Hoy with a bayonet base as taught by Lohie. The purpose is so that a readily 
separable electrical joint may be form for connect and disconnect. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 6-8,10,13-15, and 18-20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
Claim 6, according to claim 4, which depends on claim 1, adds that the base comprises a shell 
and a pair of contacts that form electrical contacts between the lamp and the lamp holder or 
socket. These added limitations are not found or taught in the art of record. 

. Claim 7, according to claim 4, adds that housing has plurality of holes in the side surface 
opposite the base, and wherein at least one light-emitting diode of each of the LED arrays is 
exposed through one of the holes. These limitations are not found or taught in the art of record. 

Claims 8 and 10 depend from seven and are allowable for the same reasons. 
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Claim 13, according to claim 1, adds a circuit to illuminate LEDs independent of the 
polarity of an input direct current voltage. These limitations are not found or taught in the art of 
record. 

Claims 14 and 15 depend from claim 13 and are allowable for the same reasons. 

Claim 18, according to claim 17, adds a plurality of holes opposite the base with exposed 

LEDs. 

Claim 19 depend on claim 18 and is allowable for the same reason 

Claim 20, according to claim 16, adds a circuit to illuminate LEDs independent of the 

polarity of an input direct current voltage. These limitations are not found or taught in the art of 

record. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James W. Cranson whose telephone number is 571-272-2368. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:30A.M.- 5:00P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandy CTShea can be reached on 571-272-2378. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/624, 1 3 1 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 2875 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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